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This species is, I believe, only known by the single type 
specimen, which I have not been able to examine. Tts 
measurements agree well with the small race of C. leucotis, 
which, T have proposed to distinguish as C. l. affinis. Should 
its characters prove to be due only to a partial albinism, the 
name C. leucocephalus, Reichen., will take the place by 
priority of my C. l. affinis. 


XXXI.— Notices of recent Ornithological Publications. 


[Continued from p. 234.] 


85. Cory’s ‘ Birds of San Domingo’ (completion). 

[The Birds of Haiti and San Domingo. By Charles B. Cory, F.L.S. 
Part IV. (completing the work). Boston: Estes and Lanvriat. | 

We congratulate Mr. Cory on the successful accomplish- 
ment of his meritorious work. It is a most useful volume, 
and deserves great commendation. Mr. Cory has not only 
much increased our knowledge of the peculiar avifauna of 
San Domingo, but has hkewise brought together a résumé of 
previous authorities on the subject, and made his work a 
complete monograph. We can only regret that he has not 
given us a little longer essay by way of introduction. Thirty- 
two species are stated to be peculiar to the San-Domingan 
avifauna. The following six genera are, we believe, so far as 
is known, restricted to this island :—Microligea, Dulus, Phe- 
nicophilus, Calyptophilus, Loximitris, and Temnotrogon. But 
there is a second Dulus (D. nuchalis) known to science, of 
whieh the exact habitat has not yet been ascertained. 

Mr. Cory has finished San Domingo. But there are many 
other islands in the Antilles that require similar treatment 
(ormithologically), and will well reward the researehes of 
Mr. Cory and his collectors. 


86. Dressers Monoyraph of the Bee-eaters. 


[A Monograph of the Meropidie, or Family of the Bee-eaters. By H, 
E. Dresser, F.L.S. Part IV. Small folio, London: I584.] 
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In his fourth part Mr. Dresser figures the following species 
of Melittophagus :— 


Melittophagus sonninii. Melittophagus gularis. 
pusillus. muelleri, 
quinticolor. bullockoides. 
leschenaulti. 


87. Dubois on the Genus Otocorys. 


[Remarques sur les Alouettes du Genre Otocorys. Par M. Alph. Dubois, 
Bull. Mus. Roy. d'Hist. Nat. Belgique, iii. 1884, p. 223.] 

M. Dubois reviews the Larks of the genus Otocorys, and 
proposes to reduce the varicus forms to one species, which 
“ may be divided into five or six races or varieties”?! Oteo- 
corys is certainly a difficult group to handle, bnt we doubt 
whether this way of cutting the Gordian knot will be generally 
adopted. M. Dubois has, perhaps, never had the opportunity 
of examining specimens of O. bilopha. 


88. Dubois on the Hornbills. 


{Revue critique des Oiseaux de la Famille des Bucérotidés. Par M. 
Alph. Dubois, Bull. Mus. Roy. d’Hist. Nat. Belgique, iii. 1884, p. 18.] 

M. Dubois uses Mr. Elhot’s Monograph as a basis for a 
review of the Bucerotide. He proposes to reduce Mr. 
Elliot’s nineteen genera to four—Rhinoplax, Buceros, Alo- 
phius, and Bucervus—and many of the representative species 
to varieties. He describes and figures as a new species 
Buceros leucopygius from the Niam-Niam country, Central 
Africa, belonging to the section Bycanistes. He observes 
that B. sabguadratus, Cab., of the same group, is identical 
with B. subcylindricus, Sclater, in which we are disposed to 
agree with him. He characterizes a form from Lake Tan- 
ganyika, allied to B. nasutus, as Buceros nasutus, var. dubia. 


89. Garman on Polynomials in Zoology. 


[On the use of Polynomials as Names in Zoology. By S. Garman. 
Proc. Boston Soc. N. H. 1884. ] 


Mr. Garman urges various well-known objections to the 
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use of polynomials in zoology, and in reply to the assertion 
that “there is no other and better method ’ of designating 
variations in form not sufficient for specific separation, ex- 
plains a plan (which he has adopted in his ‘ List of North- 
American Batrachians and Reptiles’) of using symbols 
attached to the binomial name, such as (A), (B), (C), (D). 
Thus “ (D) Amblystoma tigrinum” would mean the fourth 
form of that Salamander. This symbol is prefixed, so as not 
to stand in the way of the authority. 


90. Gould’s ‘ Birds of New Guinea’ 


[The Birds of New Guinea and the adjacent Papuan Islands, including 
any new Species that may be discovered in Australia, By [the late] John 
Gould, F.R.S. &e. Part XIX. Folio. London: 1885.] 

The nineteenth part of this work, with the letterpress by 
Mr. R. B. Sharpe, contains figures of the following species :— 


Cacatua gymnopis. Ptilopus solomonensis. 
ducorpsi. Halcyon tristrami. 
Cyclopsitta occidentalis. Pachycephala fuscoflava. 
Pristorhamphus versteri. Zosterops brunneicauda. 

Urocharis longicauda. uropygialis. 
Glycychæra fallax. Myiagra fulviventris. 


Carpophaga rubricera. 


It would have been better to have taken the second figure 
in the plate of Ptilopus solomonensis from the female speci- 
men—on which the species was first established—instead of 
giving two figures of the male bird. 


91. Gould’s ‘Supplement to the 'Trochilidee.’ 


[Supplement to the Trochilide, or TTumming-Birds, By [the late] 
John Gould, F.R.S. &e. Part IV. Folio, London: 1835.) 

The fourth part of the ‘Supplement to the Frochihdæ’ 
contains an account of twenty-nine species not included in 
the monograph, or concerning which further information was 
required. The species figured are :— 

Campylopterus phainopeplus. Diphlogeena aurora. 
Diphlogena hesperus. Oreopyra calolaema. 
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Oreopyra cinereicauda, Agyrtria taczanowskii. 

Celigena hemileuca, Uranomitra viridifrons. 

Agyrtria bartletti. Timolia lerchi. 
fluviatilis. Eugenes spectabilis. 


The fifth part will, we believe, conclude the work. 


92. Langille on North-American Birds. 


[Our Birds in their Haunts: a popular Treatise on the Birds of Eastern 
North America. By Rev. J. Hibbert Langille, M.A. 8vo. Boston: 
1884.] 

The objeet of this work, as the author tells us, is to “ render 
as popular and attractive as possible, as well as to bring 
within a small compass, the sum total of the bird-life of 
Eastern North America.” No systematic arrangement is 
employed, but the narrative “ follows in the main the order of 
the seasons, and groups itself about certain interesting loea- 
lities, such as the Niagara river and St. Clair flats.” The 
book is written “ almost entirely from personal observation.” 
It is dedicated to Dr. Coues, whose scientific nomenclature 
is followed throughout. 


93. Lawrence on new Species of Tyrannide, Cypselide, 
and Columbide. 

[Description of supposed new Species of Birds of the Families Tyran- 
nide, Cypselide, and Columbide. By George N. Lawrence. Ann. 
N.Y. Acad. Sci. iii. p. 156.) 

Mr. Lawrence describes in the present paper three sup- 
posed new specics from specimens colleeted in Yueatan by 
Mr. Geo. F. Gaumer during his recent (second) expedition in 
1884. These are Contopus albicollis, Chetura yucatanica, - 
and Engyptila gaumeri. Mr. Salvin (supra, p. 193) has 
already stated his opinion that the last-mentioned specimen 
is not different from Æ. jamaicensis, 


94. Menzbier on the Blue Tits. 


[Mémoires sur les Paride.—1. Le Groupe des Mésanges Bleues (Cy- 
anestes, Kaup). Par Michel Menzbier, Bull. Soc. Zool. France, 1884, 
pp. 289-802.) 
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This appears to be a earefully prepared and exhaustive 
treatise upon the present state of our knowledge of the Blue 
Tits (Cyanistes) and their distribution and varieties. M. 
Menzbier divides the group into two sections, “ brevicaudates”’ 
and “Jongicaudates,” with five species in the first, and two 
species and one subspecies in the second section. The 
synonymy, description, and distribution of cach species are 
fully given, and the intermediate forms between Parus pleskei 
and P. cyanus and P. cyanus and P. flavipectus are described. 
The existence of these supposed ‘hybrids ” leads the author 
into an important disquisition on the effect of crossing upon 
the extinetion of species. 


95. © Mittheilungen’ of the Ornithological Union of Vienna. 

[Mittheilungen des ornithologischen Vereines in Wien. 8 Jahrg, 
nos, 1-12, 1884.] 

Dr. G. v. Hayek’s excellent periodical is, as usual, devoted 
mainly to papers on the birds of “the fatherland ”’ and ad- 
joining districts and to other kindred subjects. But, as con- 
tributions of more general interest, we may venture to allude 
to Prof. Eugen von Boeck’s “Ornis of the Valley of Cocha- 
bamba”; Collett’s ‘ Alca impennis in Norway”; and Drs. 
Radde and Von Pelzeln’s article upon a collection of birds 
from the Caucasus (already alluded to). We are not aware 
that Cochabamba has been visited by a European naturalist 
since the valley was trodden by d’Orbigny in 1830. Prof. v. 
Boeck’s list of birds, which has been carefully edited by 
Dr. W. Blasius, contains the names of eighty-seven species. 
Some of these are but approximately determined, and it is 
to be hoped that Prof. v. Boeck and Dr. Blasius will continue 
their communications upon this interesting subject. We 
may remark that Rupicola saturata (sive sanguinolenta) is a 
subspecies of R. peruviana peculiar to Western Ecuador, and 
that the Bolivian form is probably not identical. 


96. Newton on Ornithology. 

[Ornithology. By Alfred Newton, M.A., F.R.S., &e. Reprinted from 
the ‘Encyclopædia Britannica’ by special permission. For Private Cir- 
culation. 50 pp. 4to.] 
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Prof. Newton’s excellent essay on ornithology will be read 
with pleasure and interest by every one who is attached to 
the fascinating study of birds. In the first part of the 
memoir is a most instructive account of the principal writers 
on ornithology, beginning with Pliny, and carried down to a 
recent, though, perhaps, not quite to the most recent, period. 
After works on gencral ornithology, those on faunas and the 
principal illustrated publications on birds are also shortly 
reviewed. But the latter half of the article, which contains 
an historical account of the progress made since the beginning 
of the present century towards a correct classification of the 
class Aves, will be that which will, perhaps, attract greatest 
attention. Prof. Newton rightly considers Blasius Merrem 
as the “virtual starting-point of the latest efforts in syste- 
matic ornithology,” and traces the different ameliorations 
subsequently made down to the “systems” proposed by 
Sclater in this Journal for 1880. Much to our regret, Prof. 
Newton declines to propound his own arrangement of birds 
further than by showing that their primary division into 
Saurure, Ratite, and Carinate can be regarded as thoroughly 
substantiated. But taking Sclatcr’s arrangement of the 
Carinatze for his text, he proceeds to make numerous criti- 
cisms thereupon, of the force of many of which the author 
of that arrangement is fully convinced. It is a misfortune, 
we venture to think, that these criticisms are so much more 
of a destructive than a constructive character, though we are 
glad to see that Prof. Newton has pronounced definitely on 
one or two controverted points, such as the alliance of 


Cariama to the Accipitres and the independence of the Striges 
from the Accipitres. 


97. Pagenstecher’s ‘ Birds of South Georgia.’ 


[Die Vögel Siid-Georgiens nach der Ausbeute der deutschen Polar- 
station in 1882 und 1883. Von Prof. Dr. Pagenstecher. [Jahrb. d. 
wissenschaftl. Anst, zu Hamburg, II.) Hamburg: 1885.] 

The German expedition to the remote South-Atlantic 
island of South Georgia was quartered at Royal Bay in that 
island from the 21st of August, 1882, to the 5th of Sep- 
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tember 1883; and a collection of birds was made, of which 
the prineipal series was assigned by the German Polar Com- 
mission to the Natural-History Museum of Haniburg. Dr. 
Pagenstecher, the director of that institution, now gives us 
an account of the collection, comparing the avifauna of South 
Georgia with that of the somewhat similarly placed Island of 
Kerguelen in the South Indian Ocean, and adding remarks 
on the habits and breeding of the birds contributed by Dr. 
H. Will. Altogether 22 species of birds were met with in 
South Georgia, of which 18 were found to breed there, while 
the corresponding numbers for Kerguelen are 42 and 37. 
South Georgia differs from Kerguelen in having a resident 
Passerine bird—a Pipit, which has lately been described by 
Dr. Cabanis as Anthus antarcticus. The Sheathbill of South 
Georgia (Chionis alba) is represented in Kerguelen by a 
different species (Ch. minor). -Whether the Teal of South 
Georgia is really the same as that of Kerguelen (Querguedula 
eatoni) seems to be rather doubtful. Besides these three 
species, the avifauna of South Georgia eonsists entirely of 
oceanic birds—Penguins, Petrels, Albatrosses, Gulls, Terns, 
and Cormorants. 


98. Protocol of the International Ornithologists’ Congress. 


[Sitzungs-Protokolle des ersten internationalen Ornithologen-Con- 
gresses welcher unter dem Protectorate Sr. kaiserl. und königl. Hoheit 
des durchlauchtigsten Kronprinzen Erzherzog Rudolf, vom 7. bis 11. 
April, 1884, in Wien abgehalten wurde. 4to, When: 1884] 

This is the official account of the proeeedings of the first 
meeting of the International Ornithologists’ Congress, which 
was held at Vienna in April 1884, under the presidency of 
Dr. Gustav Radde. It is noteworthy that no official repre- 
sentative of Great Britain attended the meeting. There 
seems to have been some mismanagement here, either ou the 
part of our authorities or of those of Vienna. 


99. Report of the Harvard Museum of Zoology. 


[Annual Report of the Curator of the Museum of Comparative Zoology 
at Harvard College, to the President and Fellows of [larvard College, 
for 1883-84, 8yo. Cambridge: 1884. ] 
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A good work for ornithology has been done in 1884 by 
the Harvard Museum of Comparative Zoology by the issue, 
in two volumes of its ‘Memoirs, of the long-expected 
history of the Water-Birds of North America, already noticed 
above (pp. 97,221). Mr. Agassiz, in his general report, seems 
rather concerned at the accumulation of the collections under 
his charge, and thinks that the resources of the Institution 
will hardly prove adequate to supply the additional room re- 
quired for their storage and the new assistants for their care. 
Mr. Allen’s special report on the mammals and birds tells us 
that the latter collection has been increased by the addition 
of 68 mounted specimens (58 species) and 107 skins (61 
species)—the latter mainly to fill deficiencies in the North- 
American collection. There have also been added three 
mounted and three unmounted skeletons. The birds in the 
Systematic, South-American, and Australian Rooms have 
been labelled, and considerable progress has been made in the 
preparation of the systematic or index-catalogne of the 
skins. 


100. Ridgway on new Birds from Cozumel Island. 

[Description of some new Species of Birds from Cozumel Island, Yu- 
catan. By Robert Ridgway. Proc. Biol. Soe. Washington, vol. iii. ] 

The present paper contains descriptions of the following 
new species and subspecies of birds from a collection made 
in Cozumel in January last by Mr. J. E. Benedict, of the 
U.S. Fish Commission :—Harporhynchus guttatus, Troglo- 
dytes beani, Dendroica petechia rufivertex, Vireosylvia cinerea, 
Vireo bairdi, Cyclorhis insularis, Spindalis benedicti, Euethewa 
olivacea intermedia, Centurus leei, Attila cozumele, Lampornis 
thalassinus, Chlorostilbon forficatus, Empidonax gracilis, My- 
iarchus platyrhynchus, Cardinalis saturatus, 

Of these, Harporhynchus guttatus and Spindalis benedicti 
are, no doubt, the birds described by Mr. Salvin m our last 
number (anfed, pp. 187, 189) as Harporhynchus melanostoma 
and Spindalis exsul. The Vireo called by him V. magister 
is V. cinerea of the present paper; Phonipara pusilla= 
Euetheia olivacea intermedia ; Attila sp.? perhaps =A. cozu- 
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mele ; Centurus dubius=C. leei; Chlorostilbon caniveti=C. 
forficatus. 

Mr. Ridgway’s paper is merely a preliminary one, and we 
look forward with interest to lis promised fuller account. 


101. Rochebrune’s ‘ Birds of Senegambia’ 


[Faune de la Sénégambie par A.-T. de Rochebrune. (Oiseaux.) 
Royal 8vo. Paris: 1884.] 

An account of the birds of the French colony of Sene- 
gambia has long been wanting, and we are always glad to 
welcome a new worker into the wide field of ornithology, 
although it is necessary to say that we are not quite satisfied 
with the present volume. Dr. Rochebrune gives us an ac- 
count of 686 species of birds which he attributes to the fauna 
of Senegambia. Of these Scotopelia oustaleti, Psittacus 
rubrovarius, Ægithalus calotropiphilus, Nilaus edwardsi, and 
Estrelda savatieri are said to be new discoveries; but the 
Psittacus 1s certainly only a variety of Ps. erithacus, and 
we are a little suspicious about some of the other supposed 
new species. But the important question is whether we may 
safely rely on the author’s assertions that all the 686 species 
mentioned in the work are to be found within the limits of 
Senegambia. For example, Dr. Rochebrune maintains that 
he has “ seen and hunted ” three different species of Bucorvus 
(usually supposed by those who admit them to be geogra- 
phical representatives of eaeh other), all in Senegambia. Dr. 
Rochebrune likewise includes in his list Gyps rueppelli, 
Peocephalus robustus, Schizorhis leucogastra, and many other 
species hitherto believed to be confined to Eastern and 
Southern Africa, Now we ask, im all seriousness, has our 
author actually procured in Senegambia examples of all these 
species, and have they been determined by competent autho- 
rities, or are they only identified by recollection? It wonld 
have been much more satisfactory to have followed Count 
Salvadori’s excellent plan of giving a list of the specimens 
of each species obtained, with their cxact dates and localities. 

As regards what Dr. Rochebrune calls the “ ovologie ”(!) of 
his volume, we fear, again, there must be some errors. Docs 
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Cuculus solitarius really nest in the “ trous des vieux arbres”? 
If so, it is a most remarkable Cuckoo. Are the eggs of 
Pogonorhynchus really spotted, as stated p. 108, and figured 
pl. xxix. fig. 3? Does the Tufted Umbrette in Senegambia 
lay such eggs as are figured in plate xxiv.? If so, former 
excellent authorities on this subject have been egregiously 
deceived. Dr. Rochebrune seems to be well pleased with his 
coloured plates, and there is, indeed, much spirit in some of 
the drawings; but the colouring is, in some cases, awful. 
Nor can we see any use or excuse for such barbarisms as 
“ Strigi 4! “Columbi”’! “Steganopodi” ! &e. Dr. Roche- 
brune’s hallucinations as regards Nitzsch and the aftershaft 
have been already treated of by Mr. Beddard (Ibis, 1885, 
p. 19), so we need say nothing more on this part of the sub- 
ject, except that our author appears to be too great a patriot 
to allow that anything good can come out of Germany. 


102. Saunders’s Edition of ‘ Yarrell’s British Birds’ 


[A History of British Birds. By the late William Yarrell, V.P.L.S., 
F.Z.S. Fourth Edition. Revised to the end of the Second Volume by 
Alfred Newton, M.A., F.1.8.; continued by Howard Saunders, F.L.S., 
F.Z.8. Parts XXIX. & XXX. 1885.] 

Parts XXIX. and XXX. conclude the Ducks and Mer- 
gansers and the entire work. <A short preface to Vol. III. 
contains some remarks on the species which have been added 
to the British list during the progress of this edition, and 
not figured or fully described in it. 


108. Sharpe on the Fringilliformes. 

{Catalogue of the Passeriformes, or Perching Birds, in the Collection of 
the British Museum. Fringilliformes: Part I., containing the Families 
Dicæidæ, Hirundinide, Ampelide, Mniotiltide, and Motacillide. By 
R. Bowdler Sharpe. London: 1885. 682 pp., 12 coloured plates. | 


Mr. Sharpe’s unrivalled energy has already produced 
another contribution to the British Museum Catalogue 
of Birds, which has thus reached its tenth volume. Mr. 
Sharpe now commences the great group of nine-primaried 
Oscines—the ‘‘Tanagroid Passeres” of Wallace, which he 

Ze 
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prefers to call “ Fringilliformes,” and gives us an account of 
five “families ”—the Diceide, Hirundinide, Ampelide, 
Mniotiltide, and Motacillide. Besides these he embraces the 
members of the genus Polioptila, which, as he rightly states, 
is quite out of place here, and ought to have been inserted in 
a previous volume. But is he not a little severe on Mr. 
Seebohm for rejecting Polioptila, when, as he allows, its most 
natural place is among his own Muscicapide? Altogether 
448 species are treated of in the present volume, illustrated 
in the National Collection by 4590 specimens. Of these 
88 are “types.” Of 32 speeies allowed as good, the British 
Museum has not yet acquired examples. Among the Dicæidæ, 
which our author admits “ cannot be defined in exact terms,” 
Mr. Sharpe includes the anomalous Hawaian genera Hemi- 
gnathus, Drepanis, and their allies, which will eventually, we 
suspect, be allowed to constitute a distinct family. At any 
rate, Diceum should not have been put in the middle of them. 
The “family ” is rendered further irregular by the fact that 
7 out of the 13 genera present a “ distinct bastard primary,” 
—that is, are really not nine-primaried! Similar difficulties 
to those who stick to the division of tle Oscines solely by 
the number of their primaries will be found to occur in the 
Vireonide, Fringillidee, and Alandide. 

In the present volume Mr. Sharpe has rejected all tri- 
nomial designations, but admits occasional subspecies with 
binomial names. 

The following species and subspecies are provided with 
new names :—Diceum sulaense, Cotile shelleyi, Petrochelidon 
timoriensis, Dendraca granadensis, Basileuterus auricularis, 
B. meridanus, B. roraime, B. bolivianus, B. veraguensis, 
Setophaga guatemala, Polioptila sclateri, P. lactea, Motacilla 
xanthophrys. 

The following generic terms seem to be new :—Pinaroloxias 
for Cactornis inornata, Gould; Nanthocorys for Anthus nat- 
tereri, Sclater; and Oreocorys in place of Heterura, Hodgson, 
previously used. 

Twelve nicely drawn plates by Keulemans conclude the 
volume. 
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104. Shufeldt on the Osteology of Ceryle alcyon. 

[Osteology of Ceryle alcyon. By R. W. Shufeldt. Journ. Anat. & 
Phys. xviii. p. 279.} 

Dr. Shufeldt gives a careful account of the osteology of 
this bird and some excellent illustrations. But we do not 
quite understand him when he says that some Kingfishers 
“ possess zygodactylous feet, agreeing in this respect with the 
Bucerotide” (!). Is the word “zygodactylous” here a mis- 
print for “syndactylous. Neither Kingfisher nor Hornbill 
has what is usually called a “<ygodactylous” foot. 


105. Shufeldt on the Osteology of Numenius longirostris. ` 

[Osteology of Numenius longirostris, with Notes upon the Skeletons of 
other American Limicole. By R. W. Shufeldt. Journ. Anat. & Phys. 
xix. p. 51.] 

Another elaborate memoir by Dr. Shufeldt, likewise illus- 
trated by two well-drawn plates. The comparisons of the 
various bones of Numenius with those of other Limicole 
give this treatise greater interest in a systematic point of 
view than some of those which have preceded it. 


106. Traquair on Biological Nomenclature. 


{Remarks on Biological Nomenclature. Introductory Address deli- 
vered before the Royal Physical Society of Edinburgh, 19th Nov., 1884. 
Session 1884-85. By R. H. Traquair, M.D., F.R.S., F.G.S.] 

Those who wish to understand the question of Biological 
Nomenclature, concerning which so much discussion has 
lately taken place, both in this country and in America, will 
do well to read Dr. Traquair’s recent Presidential Address to 
the Royal Physical Society of Edinburgh. The whole sub- 
ject is here explained in simple language, and without strong 
bias in favour of any of the contending parties. At the 
same time Dr. Traquair gives us clearly to understand that 
he does not much approve of trinomials, the time not yet 
having arrived “for any radical interference with the bino- 
mial system.” Neither do we quite like trinomials, yet it is 
difficult to see how in certain cases their use can be avoided. 
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107. Tschusi zu Schmidhoffen on the Long-tailed Tits of 
Europe. 

[Bemerkungen iiber Acredula caudata, Linn., und Acredula rosea, Blyth. 
Von v. Tschusi zu Schmidhoflen. Mitth. orn. Ver. Wien, 1884, p. 103.] 

This aceurate student of the European ornis tells us that 
in the district of Salzburg not only do both the (so-called) 
species Acredula rosea and A. caudata oceur, but also every 
possible form intermediate between the pure white-headed 
and the blaek-striped birds. 


108. Tschusi zu Schmidhoffen on the Summer Duck in 
Styria. 

[Anas sponsa, Linn., in Steiermark. Von v. Tschusi zu Schmidhofien 
Mitth. orn. Ver. Wien, 1884, p. 80.] 

The author gives scveral instances of the oceurrence of the 
Summer-Dueck of North America (Æe sponsa) in Styria 
(on the Mur near Gratz, in December 1883, and on the 
Kainach several years before). But there can be little doubt 
that these are either birds escaped from ornamental waters 
or descendants of imported birds, the Summer-Duck being a 
purely Nearctie speeies, replaced in Northern Asia by Æx 
galericulata. 


109. Vorderman on the Birds of Batavia. 


[Bataviasche Vogels.—Part VI., and Alphabetische Index. Door A. 
G. Vorderman. Natuurk. Tijds. v. Nederl. Indië, Deel xliv. Aff. 3.] 

Mr. Vorderman now gives us a sixth part of his ‘ Bata- 
vian Birds? and an Index to conclude the series. Alto- 
gether in the six parts 182 species have been deseribed and 
10 others mentioned in an appendix. But we should imagine 
that the number of birds to be found within a reasonable 
distance of Batavia must be far greater than this, 


110. Vorderman’s ‘ List of Javan Birds. 


[List of the Birds from Java. Compiled by A. G. Vorderman. Na- 
tuurk. Tijds. v. Nederl. Indië, Deel xliv. Afl. 3.] 


This is a nominal list of the birds of Java, compiled from 
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the works of Horsfield, Temminck, Bonaparte, Schlegel, and 
other authorities, and arranged on the system of Prof. 
Schlegel’s ‘Dierentuin.”? 404 species are enumerated, of 
which the author claims 14 as due to his explorations of the 
neighbourhood of Batavia and Mount Salak. Of these 14, 
one, Brachypteryx salacensis, is stated to be new, but no 
description is given. We are glad to be told that Mr. Vor- 
derman has in preparation a monograph on the birds of 
Java, on the same plan as Salvadori’s excellent work on the 
birds of Borneo. 


111. ‘ The Young Oologist.’ 
[The Young Oologist. Vol. I. No. 10, 8vo. Gaines, N. Y.: 1885.] 


We have been favoured with a specimen-copy of this newly 
started journal, which contains a series of communications 
upon the birds and eggs of North Ameriea, aud seems likely 
to foster the study of field-ornithology in the United States. 


XXXI.— Letters, Announcements, §c. 


We have received the following letters addressed to the 
Editors of ‘The Ibis : — 

Irchester Vicarage, Wellingboro’, 
April 16, 1885. 

Sirs,—I am concerned to find that the specific name 
cinerascens cannot stand for my Parus, described in the last 
number of ‘The Ibis, having been previously given to 
another Titmouse (P. afer, Gmelin) by Vieillot (Nouv. Dict. 
xx. p. 316, 1818); I therefore propose that it should be 
known as Parus sarawacensis. 

Yours &c., 
Henry H. SLATER. 


Hawksfold, Fernhurst, Haslemere, 
May 23, 1885. 


Sırs,—That the birds of the island of Cozumel should 
have remained unnoticed for upwards of forty years, and have 


